Appendix A Coordination and Consultation
— Agency Correspondence

1. Fish and Wildlife Service Species Lists for Sonoma County and the Santa Rosa
USGS 7.5’ Quadrangle

2. National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration - Marine Fisheries Service
Letter: July, 2002

3. Army Corps of Engineers Jurisdiction Correspondence: January, 2002

4. State Historic Preservation Officer Concurrence Letters:
a) February, 2003
b) December, 2003

5. Department of the Interior Section 4(f) Comments Letter: December, 2003

Final EA/EIR Route 101 HOV Widening A-1




United States Department of the Interior

¥ISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Sacramente Fish snd WHdlife Oflice
2300 Cottage Way, Room W-2605
Szxcramwento, Califoruia 95825
WEBLY REFRER T ) -
1-1-03-SP-0048 1 . oo
ot October 16, 2002
M, Chuck Morton
" Disirict Branch Chief -
Office of Environmental Planning North -
Department of Transportation : .
P.0. Box 23660

Oakiand, Califomia 94523-0660

Subject: Spedﬁl.iﬁﬁorandCﬂmhojedmstomiﬁl,Sm

Dear Mt Morton:

Wemsmﬁ@&emmﬁnhrwmmrﬂdobﬁlﬂ,mwﬁnhﬁmaﬁm
about endangered and threatened species (Eaclosure A). This fist folfifls the requircment of the
Fish and Wildlife Service (Sexvice) to provide species Bits under section 7(c) of the Endangered
Species Act of 1973, as smended (Act). _

mm&@aﬁmmmmhqmdlﬁmmmqummbeﬁmmymwim
or be affected By projects witkin, the following USGS quads, where your project is planned:

An}rplmismmﬂquﬁﬁﬂmmthmﬁmm@bmwmmnijqmd{s}.
lemmywmaqnﬁnﬁmmgbmewmmm“hﬂehﬂudﬁa
spscieslistfurﬂmewholemuntthﬁch}wmpmjnﬁmm."Wemummmdﬂmt}wsmey
for any relevant plants shown on fixs Lst.

thmﬂmmﬁc@eﬁmmmmﬁsﬁfﬂwymhmmmmmm
or if water use in your quad might affect them. Amphibians will be on the list for a quad or
county if pesticides applied in that area may be carried to their habitat by air currents.

Executive Order 13186, January 17, 2001, directs Federal agencies to take specific steps to

conserve migratory birds. Species of Concern (see below) are specifically included in this
Executive Order. (The Order can be found at www.nara.gov/fodregieo.htrnl} Birds are shown on
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our species lists regardless of whether they are resident or migratory, Relevant birds on fhe
couaty list should be considered regardiess of whether they appear on a quad list, -

Ifaspemashasbmhﬂadasthrmtmadmmdmga&dbyﬁcﬂhieufﬂahfmhﬂnﬁthyus
mrbytheNaﬂonalMannaF:shmmSmuce,ltwﬂapp&aronmhstasaSpmmprom

However you must contact thé California Department Q)"Fiskand{}'maﬁrqﬁiahfﬁg‘brﬁmﬁm
about these species. Call (916) 322-2493 or write Marketing Manager, California Departinent
of Fish and Game, Natural Diversity Data Base, 1416 Ninth Street, Sacramento, California
95814,

Some of the species hstedmﬁmhmﬂma}rnmheaﬂ'ectedbythepmposed action. A trained
biologist or botanist, familiar with the habitat requirements of the listed species, shonld
determine whether these species or habitats snitable for them may be affected. For plants, we
for Federally Listed, Proposed and Candidate Species (Enclosure C).

Some pertinent information concerning the disfribution, life history, habitat requirements, and
published references for the listed species is available upon request, This information may be
helpful in preparing the biological assessment for this project, if one is required. Please see
Enclosure B for a discussion of the responsibilities Federal agencies have under section 7{c) of
the Act and the conditions under which a biclogical assessment must be prepared by fhe Iead
Federal agency or its desipnafed non-Federal representative.

Formal consuliation, vnder 50 CFR § 402.14, shunldhemihatedlfymdatcmuneﬂmmhstod
species may be affected by the proposed project. If you determine that a proposed species may
be adversely affected, you shoul consider requesting a conference with oar office under 50 CFR
§ 402.10. Informal consultation may be wtilized prior o a written request for formal consuitation
to exchange information and resolve conflicts with respect to a listed species. If a biological
assessment is required, and it is not injtiated within 90 dzys of your receipi of this letter, you

should informally verify the accuracy of this ist with our office,

‘When a species is listed as mdzngemd of threatened, areas of habitat considered essential to its
conservation may be designated as critical habitat. These areas may reguire special mansgement
considerations or protection, They provide needed space for growth and norinal behavior; food,
waler, air, light, other nufritional or physiological requirements; cover or shelter; and sites for
breeding; reproduction, rearing of offspring, germination or seed dispersal. Although critical
habitat yoay be designated on private or State Lands, activities on these lands are not restricted
unless there is Federal involvement in the activities or direct har to Ested wildlife.

If any species has proposed or designated critical habitat within a quad, this will be noted on the
species list. Maps and boundary descriptions of the critical habitat may be found in the Federal
Register. The information is also reprinted in the Code of Federal Regulations (50 CFR 17.95).
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Candidale species atebemgrenewmdforpnsm’hlehs&ng. Contact our office if }uurbmlogmal
assessment reveals any candidate species that might be adversely affected. Although they

cumently have no protection tmder the Endangered Species Act, one or more of them counld be
proposed and listed before your project is completed. Bymdﬂmgthunﬁ‘nmﬂ:ﬁb&gmnmg,
you covld avoid problems later. o e

Yonrlistmaymntainasecﬁnncaﬂed.ﬁ}ma‘mcy’(?mm This term includes former category 2
candidnte species and other plants and animals of concem to the Service and other Federal, State
and privaie conservation agencies and organizations. Some of these species may become '
candidate species in the futore.

If the proposed project will impact wetlands, riparian habitat, or other jurisdictional waters as
defined by the U.S. Ammy Corps of Bagineers (Corps), a Corps permit will be required, under
section 404 of the Clean Water Acf andfor section 10 of the Rivess and Harbors Act. Tmpacts fo
wetlmd habitats require site specific mitigation and monftoring Yon may request a copy of the
Sesvice's General Mitigation and Monitoring Guidelines or subunit a detailed description of the
proposed impacts for specific conunents and recommendations. If you have any questions
regarding wetlands, contact Mark Litflefield at (916) 414-6530.

Plamemutauthanﬂuﬁntdat(916}4!4—6625,ifmhav&myquwﬁonsﬂmm1hemdwﬁﬁstar
your responsibifities under the Endangered Species Act. For the fastest response to species fist
requests, address them to the attention of Species Lists at this address. You may fax requests to
* 414-6712 or 414-6713. You may also email themn to harny mossman(@fws.gov.

Sincerely,

A
Jad C. Knight
ief, Endangered Species Division




ENCLOSUREA
Endangered and Threatenad Species that May Occur in or be Affected by

PROJECTS IN SONOMA COUNTY
Referance File No. 1-1-03-0048
October 16, 2002
Listed Species
Mommals "

sei whale, Bafwenopterd borvalis () NMFS
bive whale, Balaenaplera musculus (E) NMFS
Tiback (=fi) whele, Balaenopters physaks (E) NMFS
right whale, Eubalacna glacialis (E) NMFS
humpback whale, Megaptora novasangiae (E) NMFS
spem whiale, Physelor cafodor (=macrocephakes) (B}  NMFS
salkt marsh harvest mouso, Retwodonfomys raviventis (E)
Staller (=northem) sea-lion, Euteloplas fubatus {T) - NIAFS
Birds _
shortdaliod ababross, Diomedea albafrus (E} ,
Caolfornia brown pelican, Pelecantss occidentalis calfomicus (E)
Crifical hobitat, masbled mumelet, Brachyramphus mrmorstus {T)
marbled nwirelet, Brachyramphus marmorsis ()
Critical habitat, western snowy plover, Gharaddus aloxantinus nivosus {T)
weslem snowy plover, Charadrius alexandrinus nivosus (T) '
. bald eagle, Hallaeetus feucocephalus (T) |

| mﬂmspauedmmmmm '\,
* teatherback turtle, Demmochelys corfaces (E) NMFS
loggethead turtie, Carplta carofta (T) NMFS

green tuvlle, Chelonia mydas (incl. agassiz) (T) NMFS
m:%;mmmmm (T} NMFS
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Amphibians
California tiger salamander, Ambysfoma californiense (C/E)
California red-legged frog, Rana aurora draytonii (T)
Critical habitat, Califoria red-legged frog, Rana aurora draylonii (T)
Fish -
tidewater goby, Euéycfogobfus newberyi (E)
Critical habitat, winter-run chinook salmon, Oncorfiynchus tshawytscha (E) NMFS
winter-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawyischa (E) NMFS -
Critical habitat, coho salmon - cenfral CA coast, Oncorhynchus kisuich (T) NMFS
coho salmon - central CA coast, Oncorlynchus kisuich (T) NM.FS
Central California Coastal steelhead, Oncorfiynchus mykiss (T) NMFS
Northern California steelhead, Oncorhynchus mykiss (T) NMFS
California coastal chinook salmon, Oncorfiynchus tshawytscha (T) | NMFS
Central Valley spring-fun chinook salmon, Oncorfiynchus tshawytscha (T) NMFS
Sacramento splittail, Pogbnichthys macrolepidotus (T)
delta smell, Hypomesus transpacificus (T) *
Invertebrates

white ahalone; Haliotes sorenseni {E) _NMFS

Behren's silverspot butterfly, Speyeria zerene behrensii (E)
Myrlle's silverspot butterfly, Speyeria zerene myﬁeae (E)
California freshwater shrimp, Syncaris pacifica (E)

Plants

Sonoma alopecurus, Alopecurus acqualis var, sonomensis (E)
Clara Hunt's milk-vetch, Astragalus clarianus (E) |
‘Baker's slickyseed, Blennosperma bakeri (E)
. ﬂ-;hi.{e..sedge, Carex albida (E)
Vine Hill clarkia, Clarkia imbricata (E)

‘Pennell's bird's-beak, Cordylanthus lenuis ssp. capiflaris (E)
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yellow larkspur, Dedphinfum fidetm {(E)
Loch Lomond coyote-thistie {=ution-celery), Enmgium consfanced {£)
Burke's goldifields, Lasthenia burkel (E}
Pilkin Marsh Ry, Lifun pardalinm ssp. piioonso (E)
swmwmmm.mmm (E)
dlover upine [Tidestrom's lupine], Lipis tidestrond {£) |

_ many-flowered navarretia, Navarrefia leucocephala ssp. ploantha (E)
Kenwood Marsh sheckermallow (=checkesbloom), Sidaloea oregana ssp. valida (&)
Sonoma spineflower, Chorlzanthe valida {E) *
soft bird's-beak, Condyfanthus molls ssp, molls (E) * -
Baker's karkspur, Delphinium bakerd (E} *
Hickman's potentifa (=cinquefcl), Pofentita hickmani (E) *°
showy Indian clavex, Tiifofium amoeinsn {E) * -

Proposed Specios
Planks

Critical habltal, yollow larkspes, Delphinium kilsun {PX}

Cantlidate Species '

Bicds _
Westem yollow-biled cuckoo, Coccyzirs amedcantss ocvidentalis (C) *
Fish

Central Valley fallfkate fali-nm chinook sakman, Oncoryrihirs fshewyfsclia (C)  NMFS

Criticel habitat, Central Velley faliate fall-run chinook, Oncottynohiis ishawyischa (C} NMFS
Invertebrates

“bjack pbalone, Halloles cracherodi (C) NMFS

Spedosnfﬂmc&n
Marnmals
gray whale, Eschiichtius robustus (D}  NMFS
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Californda red free vole, Arbordms pome (SC)

Pacific weslem big-eated bat, Corynorhinus (=Plocatus) ownsendd lownsendi (SC)
greater westem mastiff-bat, Eumaps perotis calformicus (SC)
long-esred myotis bat, Myodis svotis (SC)

fringed myotis bat, Myods thysanodss (SC)
long-tegged myotis bat, Myofis vofans (SC)

. Yuma myolis bat, Myofis yumanensis (SC)

Suisun omate shrew, Sovex omatiss skitiosus (SC)

- :

Nitle willow Rycatcher, Empidonax trali¥ browsferi (CA)

black redl, Latorafius junaiconsis coturniculius {GA)

bank swallow, Riparfa riparia (CA)

Aleution Canada goose, Branta canadensls leucopareia. (D)
Amesican peregrine faicon, Falco peregrinus analum (D)
tricokored biackbivd, Agetakss ook (SC)

grasshopper sparow, Ammeodramus savanianm (SC)
Bell's sage sparvow, Amphispiza belli bolf {SC)
short-eared owl, Asio fammeus (SC)

westemn bustowing owl, Athene cunicufarla hypugaea (SC)
American blitern, Bolaurus lentighosus (SC)
ferruginous hawk, Buteo rogalis (SC)

Vaux's swifl, Chaelura vawd (SC}

clive-sided flycaicher, Confopus cooperi (SC}

black swift, Cypsoloides niger (SC)

“Hermit warbler, Dendrolca ocodortali (SC)

white-fafied {=black shouldered) kite, Elanus feucts (SC)
Gommon koon, Gavia fmmer {SC)

saltmarsh common yeliowthroat, Geothlypls trichas sinuosa (SC)
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Harlequin duck, Hrstrionicus histrionicus {SC)
toggerhead stwike, Lanius ludoviclanus (SC)
San Pablo song sparnow, Melospizs mefocks samicks {SC)
Wnﬂhﬁ.ﬂﬂﬂﬁmm (8¢} |
ashy stom-pelrel, Ocadnodroma homodliroa {SC)
rufous bmmingbird, Sefasphoris rufirs (SC)
. Allen's iummingbird, Selasphorus sasin {SC)
California thrasher, Toxostoma redivivien {SC}
Replies
nocthweslem pond urle, Clomwnys marmorata mamorala (SC)
Califomia homed Kzard, Plvynosoma coronatun fronfale (SC)
Amphibians | '
Northem red-legged frog, Rana sunovs aurora (SC)
faotiill yellow-Jegged frog, Rena boy#i (SC)
weslem spadefoot foad, Spea hiammondil (SC)
Fish .
green siurgeon, Achenser medirostris (SC)
Russian River fule perch, Hyslerocarpes frask pomo (SC)
Pacific lamprey, Lampotra tidentata {SC)
Gualaka roach, Laviniz symmefiicus parvipinms (SC)
longfin smelt, Spidnchus thaloktttys (SC)
kwertebrates
Sonoma arciic skipper, Carerocephialus palasmon ssp. (SC}
‘ Wmmmmmm (5C)
" ghobose dune bestie, Coolus globosus {SC)
brownish dublraphion riffle beetio, Dubirphia brunnescens {SC)
Ricksecker's waler scavenger beefle, Hydrochara iicksecker (SG)
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Leech's skyline diving besfle, Hydropoviss leechi (SC)
bumblebee scarab beefle, Lichnanthe ursina (SC)
Californda Bnderiefta fairy shiimp, Lindericlia occkdentalis (SC)

Ptanls

Morth Coast sand-verbpna, Abronia umbeliala ssp. brevifiora {SC)
Blasdole's benigrass, Agrostis biasdalel var, Basdalsf {SC)

Baker's manzonita, Arciostaphylos bakeri ssp. bakeri (SC}

Vine HAl manzanita, Arclostaphyios densilfora (SC)

Rinoon manzanita, Arclostaphyfos stanfordiana ssp. decsmbens (SC)

. Thixber's reed grass, Calamagrostis crassighumnis (8C)

The Cedars ghobe-fy (<faiylaniem), Calochortus raichel (SC)
swamp harebell, Campants californica (SC)

 Rincon Ridge ceanolfwss, Ceanothus confisis {SC)

Celistoga ceanoltws, Coanofhus dvergens {SC)

Vino Hll ceanothus, Ceanvlius fofosts var. vinostus (SC)

Sonoma ceanothus, Ceanofhus sonomensis {SC)

wooly-ieaded (=San Francisco) spincfiowes, Ghorizanthe cuspldata var vilosa {5C)
Round-headed Chinese houses, Cotiftsia corymbosa {SC)
nrorthcoast (=Point Reyes) bied's-besk, Condyfanthus maritimus ssp. palustris (SC)
Mentiodio (=pygry) cypress, Cuprossus govoniana ssp. plgmasa (SC)

suppis dalsy, Erigeron supplex (SC) |

Snow Mountain buckwheat, Erfogonum nenvidlosum (SC)

San Francisco wallflowsr, Erysimum franciscanim (SC)

fragrant friliary (= prakie belis), Fritaria Biacea (SC)

San Francisco (=biushead, Chamisso's, dune) glia, Gl capilat sop. chamissomis (SC)
two-carpelod dwarf-flax (=westem flax), Hasporolinon bicarpeliatum (SC)

coast Ry, Lilum martimum (SC)

large-flowered (=flower) finanthus, Linanfius grandifors (SC}

Page &
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Baker's narvastella, Nevamatia leucocephala ssp. bakeri (SC)
Gairdaer's yampah, Penideridia gairdneri ssp. gairdner (SC)
seashore {=coast, =beach) starwort, Stefaria Riorakls (5C)

Contact (Socreies) Mine jewelfower, Straplanifus brachialiss ssp. brachiatus (SC)

Freed's jewelflower, Stroptanthus brachiafs ssp. hoffinans (SC)
secund jewelflower, Stroptanthus glandilosus var: hoffmand (SC)

Thwee Peaks jowstflower, Stropfariius morrisond ssp. elefus (SC)

Domr's Cabin jewelflower, Streptanifiss movrisonil ssp. hiriitorus (SC)
Kruckebeng's jewelfiower, Stroplanthus morrisond ssp. kruckebergil (SC)
Martison's jeweifiower, Streplanthiss norisond ssp. momisond {SC)
beaked tracyia, Tracyina rostraia {SC)

 waller sack (=safine) claver, Trdolm dspaupensiun vor. fyiophim (SC)
Santa Cnz dover, Trifolum bickwestionsn (SC)

pink sand-verbena, Alvonia umbediata 5sp, umbellata {SLC}

Franciscan onion, Aum penlnsulare var. franciscanum (SLC}

Napa false indigo, Amorpha caliomica var: napensis (SLC)
bent-flowered fiddieneck, Amshokla kmatis (SLC)
amstmdqﬂm.mﬂﬁmwm (SLC)

The Cedars manzanilta, Arclostaphyfos bakeri ssp sublaevis {S1.C)
Sonoma manzanita, Arclostaphyfos canescons sy sonomensis (SL.C)
Nuttal's milk-veteh, Astragalus nudtallii var, virgals {SLC)
mmmmﬁ:ﬂm (S5LC)

-big-scale (=California) balsamrool, Balsamoritza macrolepls var macrofepis {LC)
namow-anifersd Calfomia brodiaes, Brodias calfomica var feptandra (SLC)
Bolander's reed grass, Calamagrostis bofanderi (SLC}

Mi. Saint Holena moming-glory, Calystegla colfira ssp. oxyphyfia {SLC)

Page 7
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coastal biuff moming-glory, Colystegia purptirata ssp saxicola (SLC)

deceiving (=saH) sedge, Carex safnformis (=Carsx hassel) (SLC)

salt marsh owf's clover {=johnny ), Castilefs ambigua ssp. ambipua (SLC)
mmdw(é;mmmmmm Casiilisfa exserita ssp. fetifoka (S1) .
hotiyJeaved ceanothus; Ceanoftis purpures (SLC) )
dwarf s0oproot (=wavilead soap plant), Chiorogalum pomeddianim var mints (SLC)
Davy's clarkda, Clarkia davyi (SLO) |
serpentine (=Cleveland's) cryptantha, Cryplantha clevelands (SLC)

weslem leatherwood, Dirca occlfentalis [Sl.b}

nerow-leaved dalsy {=serpentine flaabane), Erigeron angusistis (SLC)
ammm&mﬂmm (SLC)

yarrow-leaf (Fmanyleal, dark-eyed) giia, Gila mifefoliata (SLC)

thin-lobbed {=Santa Rosa) horkoka, Horkalia temsioba (SLC)

pevennial goldliskds, Lasthenis macrantha ssp mscrantha (SLC)

Colusa layia (=Cohssa tidytips), Layla seplentrionalis (SLC)

Jepson's linanthus, Linanthas fepsond (SLC)

Cobb Mountain ipine, Luplntss sericatus (SLC)

marsh micraseris (=mesh sivespufis), Microseris paluiosa (SLC)
mm{mmnwﬁ;mmmm {SLC)
Marin knotweed, Polyyonum marinense (SLC)

Point Reyes checkerbloom, Skfakoa calyoosa ssp rhizomata (SLC)

Marin checkermaliow {=checkerbloom), Sidalcoa fickmank ssp. viddis (SLC)
maple-leaved checkerbloom, Sifalcea malachroides (SLC)

i pesple-siemmesd (=dwanf) checkerbloom, Sidalcoa malviliora ssp purpirea {SLC)
o " Pagific oordgrass (=Galiforéa condggazss), Sparina foffosa (SEC)

. a¥kali milk-velch, Astragals lener var. fensr {5C) * '

| legenere, Legenere fimosa {SC) *

| rose linasibus, Linanthus msacens (8C) *
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Tiburon buckwheal, Erfogonum camingn {SLGC} ©
_ Baker's gokificlds, Lastheniia macrantlia ssp bater (SLC) *

Pelauma popcorrdiower, Hagiobolhrys mollis var, vestiius (sC) =
meﬁ@am{sc}-
woolly-headed giita, G capltata ssp. formeniosa (SC) *
curly-eaved (=outyleal) monardelia, Monardisla ndulats (SC) *

. San Francisco Bay spinefiower, Cixvizanthe cusphiats var, cuspidata (SC)

Crystal Springs lessingia, Lessigia arachnokiea (SC)
San Mateo troe lupine, Lupinus arborsus var, eximius {SLC)

KEY:

()  Endangerod  Listed (in the Federal Register} as belng in danges of extincfion.

{T) Thwoatened Listed as Rkely to bacome endangered within the foresecable fisture.

F) Proposed Ofiicially proposad (in the Federal Register) for ksting axs endangered or hreatened.
(PX}  Proposed Proposed as an area essental to the conservalion of the spedies, _

{C) Candidalo Candidate to become a proposed species.

{8C} Speciesol Other species of concem to the Sesvice,

(SLC) Speviesof  Species of local or regional concern or conservation siglicance.
Local Concern .

o) Defistod Delisted. Status to be monkored for 5 yaars. _
{CA}  Stale-listed Listed as fiwcalened or endangered by the State of Caffornka.
NMFS KNMFS speties ummmmﬂmummmmm Contact themn directly.
* Extipatod Possibly exfipated from the area.
= Extinct - Possibly extinct
Crifical Habifad Area essential to the conservation of a species.




ATTACHMENT A
Endangered and Thweatened Species that May Ocow in
or be Affecied by Projests i ihe Seleciod Quads Listed Below
Reference Fiie No. 1-1-03-SP-0048
Odctober 16, 2002

QUAD: S501B  SANTAROSA
Lisfed Specles .
Bics L
bald eagle, Haffacetus fotcocephales {T)
. oFthemn spotied owl, Sirix occidentalis caurima (T)
Amphibians
Caltfomia tiger salamander, Ambysioma calfornfense (GIE}
Californla red-legged frog, Rana aurora drayfontl (T)
e .
coho salmon - contral CA coast, Oncorhiynchus kisiulclh (T) NMFS
“Central Californka Coastal steshead, Qncorymchus myiéss (T) NMFS
Ceniral Valley steelhaad, Oncorfymchus sykiss (T} NWFS
winter-run chinook salmon, Oncodynichus tshawyfscha (E) NMFS
Caiffornia coastal chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (T} NMFS
Gentral Valloy spring-rin chinook saimon, Oncordiynchus fshawytscha (T) NMFS
Sacramento spiitiall, Pogonichthys macrolepidotus  (T)
wvertebrates
Califorria freshwalter shrimp, Syncaris pacifica {E}
Plants
Baker's stickyseed, Blennosperma bakeri (E) )
Sebastopol meadowfoam, Limnanthes vinculans  (E)
showy Indian clover, Trifofium amoenwmn (£} *
Candidate Species
- |
Weslem yellow-bifled cuckoo, Cocoyzus americants occkiordalis (C} *?
Céntral Valley fafltate fall-run chinook ssimon, Oricoriynchits ishawyscha (C} NMFS
mmcmvmmmmmmmm {C} NMFS

Specics of Concern
Mammals
Pacific western big-eared bat, Connorhinus {(=Plecolus} fonnsends lownsendit (SC)
greater westein mastiff-bal, Eumops perolis californicus  {SC)
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long-eared myotis bat, Myolis evolis (SC)
finged myotls bal, Myolis thysanodes (SC}
long-legged myolls bat, Myotis volans (SC)-
Yuma myotis bat, Myofis yumanensis {SC)
m - ..
fricolored blackbird, Agetalus tricolor (SC)
grasshoppér spasrow, Amnodramus savannanm (SC)
short-eared owl, Asio flammens (SC)
. westem buTowing owl, Alfiene cunicudars hypugaos (SC) -
oak timouse, Basolophus inomatus (SLC)
Veurs swif, Chastra vaux! (SC)
black swilt, Cypseloides niger (SC)
hermit watbler, Dendroica occidontalis (SC)
white-talled {=black shouldered) kite, Hanus lectrus (SC)
itie willow fiycatcher, Einpidonax tralllf browsterd (CA)
American perogrine faicon, Faloo peragrinus ansttn (D)
loggerhead shrike, Lanius ludoviciarus  (SC)
Lewis' woodpecker, Molanerpes lewls (SC)
Wmﬂewﬂmmﬁmm (SC)
bank swallow, Ripara tiparia  (CA)
rufous hummingbird, Sefasphors rufus  (SC)
Allen's hummingbird, Sefasphonis sasin  (SC)
California thrasher, Toxosfoma nsdivivam (SC)
Repties |
northwestemn pond turlle, Clemniys mammorata memorata {SC)
California horned lizard, Plrynosoma coronatum foniale (SC)
Amphibians
Norihem redHegged frog, Rana aurora awora {SC)
. foothi yeRow-legged frog, Rana boyl§ (SC)
Fish

Russian River tule parch, Hysterocanus traskd pomo. (SC)
pmmmy,m&ﬂwdaﬁa (5C}

kwverfcbrates

Sonoma arctic skipper, Carferocephalus palaemon ssp. {SC)

Rickseckes's waler scavenger besfle, Hydrochara rickseckeri (SC)

mmmmmmmmﬁs {5C)
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Ptanls _ -
Napa false indigo, Amompina califorica var. napensis (SLC)

(*)
{*)

Page 3

bent-flowered fddleneck, Amsinckia lunaris (SL.C)

Sonoma manzaia, Arclostaphylos canescens ssp sohomensis (SLC) |

Rincon manzoniie, Atfostaphylos stanfordiana ssp. dectmbens  (SC) o
big-scaie (=Calforia) balsamroot, Befsamorhiza macoiopks var mecrolepls (SLC)
rarow-anthered Califormia brodiaea, Srodisea calfomica var feplaidra (SLC)
Rincon Ridge ceanothus, Ceanotfius confuses  {SC)

. Calistoga ceanothiss, Coanothus divergens (SC)

frageant frifttery (= praicie bells), Friiaria fiacea (SC)

Jepson's linanthus, Linanthus jepsonf (SLC)

Baker's narvamelia, Navametia leucocephala ssp. bakeri (SC)

wakter sack {=saline) clover, Trifokm dopauporatum var. hydrophiium (SC)

Listed (in the Foderal Rogister) as being in danger of exinction. .

Lisked as likely to become endangerad wilhin the foreseeable fulure.

Officially proposed (in the Federal Register) for listing as endangered or thweataned.
Proposed as an area essential to the consorvation of the species.

Candidate 10 become a proposad specias,

May be endangered or threatened. Nol enough blokogical informalion has been
gathened to support listing at this time.

Species of local or regional concem or conservalion significance.

Migratory bied '

Unider the jurisdiction of the National Marine Fisheries Sorvice. Contact them directly. -
Delisted, Status to be monitored for 5 years.

Listed as fhreatened or endangered by the State of California.
Possibly extirpated from this quad,

Possibly extinct,

Area essontisd to the conservalion-of a species.




ENCLOSURE A
Endangered and Tiweatenad Species fhat May Occur in
or be Affected by Projects in the Selected Quads Listed Below
Reference File No. 1-1-03-SP-0048
Ocdober 186, 2002

QUAD: 501B  SANTAROSA
Listed Species »
Birds T
. bald eagle, Haliaeefus feucocephakes {T)
 norther spotied ow, Strix acckientalis cawina (T)
Amphiblans :
Califomia tiger satamander, Ambysfoma calfornionse {C/E)
Californda red-egged frog, Rana aurora drayiond (T)
Fish
ooho salmon - central CA coast; Oncotfincines kisufch (T) NMFS
Central California Coastol steelhead, Oncorhynelmus myfdss (T} NMFS
Central Valley steelhead, Oncorfymchis myldss (T} NMFS
winker-run chinook safmon, Oncorfynchus ishawytscha (E) NMFS
mmmlmmmm {T) NMFS
Cenfral Valley spring-run chinook ssimon, Oncorfynchtis tshawylstha (T) NMFS
Sacramento spRial, Pogonichiliys macrokopidotus (T)
' Jvertsbrates
California freshwater sheimp, Syncars pacifica (E) -
Flanis .
Baker's stickyseed, Blennosperma bakeri (E)
Sebastopol meadowfoam, Limnanthes vincafans (£}
showy indian dlover, Thfolien amoenum  {E) *

Gandidale Specles
Birds '
wmmmm,mmm {C) =7
Fish
mmvmmmmmmm (C} HMFS
mmmmmmmmm {G} NMFS

Species of Concern

Mammals
MMWMM{MJMWME {5C)
greater wastem mastiff-bat, Eurmops perolis californicus {SC)
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long-eared myolis bat, Myolls evolis  (SC)

fringed myolis bal, Myolls thysanodes  (SC)
long-legged myotls bal, Myolls vidans  (SC)

Yuma myotis bat, Myolis yumanensis  (SC)

tricolored blackbird, Agelalus Bicolor (SC)
grasshopper spamew, Ammodmamis savannarum (SC}
short-eared owl, Asio flammeus (SC) '

western burowing owl, Athene cimvctdaria hypiyyaea (SC)
oak timouse, Baeolophus inomatus (SLC)

Vaux's swift, Chaetura vawd {SC)

black swift, Cypseloides nker (SC)

hesmit warbler, Dendrolca occldentalis (SC)
white-talled (=black shoulderad) kits, Efanus leucirus {5C)
itbe wilow flycatcher, Empidonax troil brewster (CA)
American peragrine falcon, Falco peregrinus anatum (D)
"toggerhead sheike, Lanius kidovicianus (SC)

Lewis” woodpeckes, Molanerpes Jowls (SC)

long-bifled curiew, Numernlss amoricanus  {SC)

bank swallow, Riparia riparia {CA)

fufous hummingbird, Selasphorus arfus  (SC)

Atlen's humringbird, Sefasphorus sasin (SC)
Calfornka thrasher, Toxostona redivivem  (SG)

Repfiles
northwestern pond ttle, Gommys marmorala manmorats  (SC)
Californla horned Rzavd, Phiynosoma coronafum froiiale {SC)

Amphbians '
Novihem red-egged frog, Rans surora atrora  (5C)
foolhll yellow-legged frog, Rana boylk  (SC)

Fish

Russian River tule perch, Hysterocarpus trasid pomo (SC)
-Padifits lamprey, Lampetra tidenfats (SC)
Sonosmia arctic skipper, Carerocephalus pafaemon ssp. {SC)
Ricksecker's water scavenger bestle, Hydrochara ricksecker! {SG)
California Enderiella falry shrimp, Linderieffa occidentalis {SC)
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Plants

©
(mn
"
Fx)

<)
{5C)

mmmmmwm (S1.C)

bent-flowered fiddieneck, Amsincida ktnaris {SLC)
mmmmmm (sLc)

Rincon manzanita, Arclostaphylos sfanfordiana ssp. decumbens {SC)
mmtwmmmmmm s
WWWWMWW {5LC)
Himmmigacemohm Ceanotites confusus (SC)

Calistoga ceanothus, Coanctfies divergens  (SC)

* frageant itfary (= praicio bels), Frifiaria Riacea {SC)
Jepson's inanthus, Livanthus fepsordt (SL.C)

Baker's narvarelia, Navarmotia foucocophola ssp. bakerd {5C)
weater sack (=saline} clover, Trifolim depacperalum var. hydrophium {SC}

Endangered mrnmwwmmhmdmm
Threatenod Listed as Bkely o become endangered within the foresecable fufire.
Proposed Officialy. proposed (in the Federal Register) for isfiny as endangered of thrastened.
Froposed - Hﬂmmmmmﬁdhﬂamdmm

Candidate Candidale to becomo a proposed species,

Species of May be endangered or Sweatened. Mwwmm
Concom gathered to support fsting at this time. beer

{SLC} Speclesof Species of local or regional vonvest or conservation significance,

Local Concorn

{MB)  Migratory Bind  Migeatory bird

NMFS NMFS species

0
(CA)
{*}

Pofisted Delisted, Stalus io be monitored for 5 years,
Slate-Listod mumhmmwmmwmsm&mm

 Extirpaied Possibly extirpated from this quad.

Extinet Possibly extinct. _
Critical Habitat  Area essential to the conservation of a species.

Under the jurisdiction of e Nalional Marine Fisheries Service. Contact them directly.



Enclosure B

FEDERAL AGENCIES' RESPONSIBILITIES UNDER
SECTIONS 7(a) and (c) OF THE ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT

SECTION 7(a) Consultation/Conference

‘Requires: (I}Federalagmcmsmmhzemwauthunummcmwuutpmgmnm to conserve
mdmgaﬂﬂhﬂmudspmm,{?}ﬂmmﬂaﬂmmﬂu%whma&d&ml action may affect
ahﬂdmﬂmguﬁmhﬁmﬂwhmmﬁﬂmmmmwmmm
out by a Federal agency is not likely to jeopardize the continmed existence of listed species or
result in the destraction or adverse modification of critical habitat. The process is initiated by the -
Federal agency after determining the action may affect a listed species; and (3) Conference with

F%Mamwmmﬂehm]mmmmdapmm
mmﬂmd&sﬂmﬁmmaﬂmmﬂ:ﬁmﬂmnfpmpmedmhmlhahm

RWFM&MEMMW@MM&BWMM{BA)&M
constraction activities. The BA analyzes the effects of the action’ on listed and proposed species.
The process begins wifh a Fedeszl agency requesting fiom FWS a list of proposed end listed
threaiened and endangered specics. The BA should be cospleted within 180 days afler its

. initiation (or within such a time petiod as is mutnzlly agreesble). If the BA is not initiated within
90 days of receipt of the list, the accoracy of the species Yist should be informally verified with
our Service. No freversible commitment of resources is to be made during the BA process
which would foreclose reasomable mnd prudent alicratives fo protect endangered species.
Planming, design, and administraitve aciions may proceed; however, oo construction may begin.

We recommend the following for inclusion in the BA: an on-site inspection of the area affected
by the propozal which may include a detailed survey of the area to determine if the speciss or
suitable habitat is present; a review of literature and scientific data to determine species’
distribution, habitst needs, and other biological requirement; interviews with experis, including
those within FWS, State conservafion depariments, vniversities and others who may have data
not yet published in scientific Hteratwre; an analysis of the effects of the proposal on the species
in tenins of individuals and populations, including considesation of indirect effects of the
proposal on the species and its habitat; an analysis of alfemative actions considered. The BA
should document the results, including 2 discussion of study methods used, and problems
eacoimtered, and ofher relevant information. The BA should conclude whether or ot a listed of
proposed species will be affected. Upon completion, the BA should be forwarded to onr office.

- VA construction project (or other vnderiaking having similar physicat impacis) which is a major
federal action significanily affecting the quality of the human environment as referred to in
NEPA {42 U.S.C. 4332(2)C). .

**Effects of the action™ refers to the direct and indirect effects of an action on the species o
critical habitat, fogether with the effecis of other activities that are inferrelated or interdependent
with that action,
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Federal Endangered and Threatened Species that
may be Affected by Projects in the
SANTA ROSA 7 1/2 Minute Quad

Patabase Last Updated: April 15, 2003

Today's Date is: May 27, 2003

Listed Species e

Invertebrates
Syncaris pacifica - California freshwater shﬁmp (E)

Fish :
Oncorhynchus Kistdch - coho salmon - central CA coast (T} {(NMFS)
Oncorfiynchus myidss - Central Valley steelhead (T) (NMFS)
Oncorhynchus tshawytscha - Cenfral Valfey spring-run chinock salmon (T). (NMFS)
Pogonichthys macrolapidotus - Sacramento splittall (T)

Amphibians |
Ambystoma califorienss - Califomia tiger salamander (G/E)
Rana aurora draytonii - California red-legged frog (T}

" Birds

Haliaeetus leticocephalus - bald eagle (T)
Sirix occidentalls cauring - notthern spotted owd (T)

Plants
Blennosperma bakeri - Bakes's stickyseed (E)
Limnanthes vincidans - Sebastopol meadowfoam (E)
Trifoliurm amosnum - showy indian dover (B}

Candidate Species

Fish
Oncorhynchus tshawytscha - Central Valley fallate fall+un chinook salmon (C) (NMFS)

Birds

<£77200% 3:29 PM




Juad Species Lists B ) H@d‘mﬁs@ﬂedwpgﬁwam_ﬂemmmﬁon

Coceyzus americanus occidentalis - Westem yellow-billed cuckoo (C)

Specios of Concem
Inverfebrates
* Carterocephalus palaemon ssp. - Sonoma arclic skipper (SG)
Hydrochara rickseckeri - Kicksecker's water scavenger beefle (SC)
Linderiella occidentalis - Califomnia ndericia falry shrimp (SC)
Beh
Rysterocarpuis traski poino - Russian River tule perch {(SC)
Lampetra tridentata - Paciic lamproy (SC)
Amphiblans |
Rana atrora auror - Northem reddeggoed frog {SC)
Rana boyli - foothid yeliow-legged frog (SC)
Reptiles |
Clemmys marmorala mamnorata - northwestem pond turle (SC)
Phiynosoma coronalum frontale - Califarnia homed fzard (SC)
Birds
Agelalus tricofor - tricolored blackbird (SC)
Athene cunicularia hypugaea - westem burrowing owl (SC)
Baeolophus inomatus - cak titmouse {(SLC)
Chastira vaiwd - Vaux's swift (SC)
Cypseloides niger - black swift (SC)
Etanus feticurus - white-tailed (=black shouldered) kite (SC)
Empidonax tralflif brewsted - ittle willow flycaicher (CA)
Falco peregrinus anatum - American peregrine faloon (D)
Lanius ludovicianus - loggerhead shiike (SC)
Mefanetpes lewls - Lewis' woodpecker (SC)

<rrrernnd 329 PM
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wad Species Lists | Rittp:/fsarzamento, fws govies/spp_lists/QuadNeme,_Detall cfor?Hy=s;

Numenius americanus - long-billed curlew {51‘.:}
Rivaria ripaia - bank swaliow (CA)
Selasphorus ruifus - nifous hummingbird {SC)
Sefasphorus sasin - Allen’s hummingbird (SC)
Toxastoma redivivum - California thrasher (SC)
Mammals h
Corynorhinus (=Plecolus) townsendii townsendii - Pacific westem big-eared bat (SC)
Eumops perofis californicus - greater western mastif-bat (SC) '
Myotis evois - long-eared myofis bat {SC)
Myotis thysanodes - fringed myolis bat (SC)
Myatis volans - long-egged myotis bat (SC)
Myolis yumanensis - Yuma mynﬁs bat (S8C)

Plants

Amorpha californica var. napensis - Napa false indigo (SLC)
Amsinckla lunatis - bent-flowered fiddleneck (SLGC}

- Arctostaphylos canescens ssp sonomensis - Sonoma manzanita (SLC)
Arctostaphylos stanfordiana ssp. decumbens - Rincon manzanita (SC})
Balsamorhiza macrolepls var macrolgpis - big-scale {(=Califomia} balsamroot {SLC)
Brodiaca calfornica var leptanda - natrow-anthered California brodiasa (S1.C)
Ceanothus cmfusys- Rincon Ridge ceanothus {SG)_ _

Ceanothus divergens - Calistoga ceanothus (SC)

Frititaria ifiacea - fragrant fritillary {= prairie belis} (SC)

Linarthis fepsonii - Jepson's finanthus (SLC})

Navarretia leucocephala ssp. bakeri - Baker's narvarretia (SC)

Tiifolim depauperafum var, hydrophilum - water sack (=saline) dover (SC)

Species with Criticat Habitat Proposed or Designated in this Quad

7003 329 P




Juad Species Lists Litpc/fsacramento fws.gov/ wfw_wam_ﬂmﬂxﬁn?masm]

-
-

Ceniral Valley fallflate fall+un chinrook (C)

Key:
_ {E} Endangered - Listed {in the Federal Register} as being in danger of extinction.
(T) Threatened - Listed as Fkely to become endangered within the foreseeable future.
(P) Proposed - Officially proposed (in the Federal Register} for listing as efdangered or hreatened,

{NMFS) Species under the Jurisdiction of the National Matine Fishesies Service, Consult with them
directly about these species.

Critical Habitat - Area essential to the conservation of a species.

(PX) Proposesd Critical Habitat - The species is already fisted. Crilical habltat s being proposed for it
{C} Candidate - Candidate to bocome a proposed specices.

(CA) Listerd by the State of Calfomia bit nok by the Fish & Wikdie Service.

(D) Delisted - Species will be monftored for § years.,

{E}Sped&edﬁamn‘{&l.ﬁ}&pemdmmm - Other species of concem 0 the Sacramentn
Fish & YidEfe Office. . _

Owr dalabase was developed primarity to assist Federal agencies that are consulting with us. Therefore,
oy ists inclade 3l of the sensitive spedies that have been found i a certain awea and also ones fhst may
-be affecled by projects in the araa, For example, a fish may be on the fist for a quad i & ves somewhere
downsiream from that quad. Birds are included even if they only migrate through an area. In other words,
we inchude all of the species we want people fo consider when they do sainething that affects the

Tmﬁndmﬂﬁcuﬁwmﬂmmmmwmm However, it may bo
used lo update ofifcial Fsts.

i you have a project that may affect endangered species, piememiautﬂmaEndamemdﬁsemes
Davigion, Sacramento Fish and Wikdlife Office, U.S. Fish and Wildkfe Service.

et 379 PM
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i’é} | UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERDE

717 Sonoma Avenue, Room 325
Santa Resa, Califormia 95404

In referencs reply to:
JOL-23 2w 151422SWR028R6254 : b

"
Michael G. Ritchie, Division Administrator
U.35. Department of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration
Califorpia Divigion : :
980 Ninth St., Suite 400
Sacramento, Califormia 95814-2734

Dear Mr. Ritchie:

Thank you for your letter (referenca: HDA-CA, File # 04-80n-101
(EA:245400} Document # P38062} refuesting informal section 7
consultation under the Endangered Species Act. The consultation
concerns the Pederal Highway Administration‘’s {FHWA) proposed widening
of the State Road (SR)}101 freeway between the SR-12/101 separation and
- the Steel Lane off-ramp in Santa Roza, Sonoma County, California. Per
your request, National Oceanic Atwmospheric Administration, Mational
Marine Fisheries Service (MOAA Fisheries), will examine the project
effects to threatened California Coastal Chinook salmon, threatened
Central California Coast coho salmon and threatened Central California
Coast steelhead, and designated coho salmon critical habitat.

The bridge widening project requires relocating listed galmonids, an
activity that will result in take. Therefore, the project will
reguire a biological opinion and Incidental Take Statement from MOAA

Fisheries.

Additional information is necessary to complete formal consultation on
the SR 101 road widening. We request the following information pexr S50
CFR § 402 _14: )

1. A desecription of the -actir.:m to be considered {informatiom
" supplied thus far lacks gsufficient detail);

2, A description of the specific area that may be affected b the
action;

3. A description of any listed species or critical habitat that may
be affected by the action;

4. A description of the manner in which the action may affect any
listed species or critical habitat and an amalysis of cumlative
effecks;

74
i




5. Relevant reports, including any cepvironmental impact statement,
enviromental assessment, or biological assessment prepared; and

6. Any other relevant available on the action, the affected listed
speciesz, or critical habitat.

Formal consultation will begin when NOAA Fisheries receives all of the
jnformation, or a statement explaining why that information cannot be
made available. We wlll#notlfy you when we receive this additiomal
information; our notification letter will also outline the dates
within which formal consultation should be complete and a bicleogical
opinion delivered oa the proposed action.

1f youn have questions or comcerms about this comsultation or the
consultation process in general, please cuntact Mr. Peter Johnsen at

{"'707) 468-4053.

Sincerely,

batrick J, Rutten

fﬁéairiﬂﬂbxtharn California Supervisor

Frotected Resources Division




DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
SAN FRANCISCO DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
353 MARKET STREET
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA S4105-2157

Regulatory Branch : JAN 10 2002

M. Chick Morton

Office of Environmental Planning, North
California Department of Transportation
111 Grand Avenue

Oakland, California 94623-0660

Attn: Ahmad Hashimi
Dear Mr. Morton:

Thank you for your submiltal of October 12, 2001 requesting confirmation of the extent of

wﬁmmmmummmfmmsmmnmmwm
Propctbﬁmhlopost?nl.zandﬁ?mmmm California

Enclosed is & map showing the extent and location of Corps of Engincers jorisdiction. A
field verification was performed by Victoria Alvarez, of my staff on October 4, 2001, We have
based this jumsdictional delineation on the current conditions of the site. A change in those
conditions may also change the extent of our jurisdiction. This jurisdictional delineation will
expire in five years from the date of this letter. However, if there has been a change in
circumstances which affects the extent of Corps jurisdiction, a revision may be done before that
date.

All proposed discharges of dredged or fill material into watess of the United States must
be authorized by the Corps of Engmeers pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (CWA)
(33 U.5.C. 1344). Waters of the United States generally inctude tidal waters, Jakes, ponds,
rivers, streams (including fntermittent streams), and wetlands,

Your proposed work appears to be within our jurisdiction and 2 permit may be required.
Application for Corps amthorization should be made to this office using the application form in
the enclosed pamphiet. Fo avoid delays it is essential that you enter the file number at the top of
this letter into liem No. 1. The application rust include plans showing the location, extent and
character of the proposed activity, prepared in accordance with the requirements contained in this
pamphlet. You should note, in planning your work, that upon receipt of a properly completed
application and plans, it may be necessary to advertise the proposed work by issuing a public
notice for a period of 30 days.




If an individoal permit is required, it will be necessary for you to demonstrate to the
Corps that your proposed fill is necessary becanse there are no practicable alternatives, as
outlined in the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s Section 404(b)}(1) Guidelines. A copy is
enclosed 1o aid you in preparation of this alternative analysis.

However, our nationwide or regional permits bave atready avthorized cersain activities
provided specified conditions are met. Your completed application wilk enable us to determine
whether your activity is already authorized. You are advised to refirain from commencement of
your proposed activity imtil a determination has been made that it is covered by an existing
permit. Cmmmtufmkbd’mymmwdmmﬁﬁc&ummybemﬁpﬁeda&a
violation of our regulations,

You are advised that the Corps has established an Administrative Appeal Process, as
described in 33 CFR Part 331 {65 FR 16,486; Mar. 28, 2000), and outlined in the enclosed
flowchart and "Notification of Administrative Appeal Options, Process, and Request for Appeal™
form (NAQ-RFA). If you do not intend 10 accept the approved judsdictional determination, you
may elect to provide new information to the District Bagineer for reconsideration or submit a
completed NAO-RFA form to the Division Enginees to initiate the appeal process. You will
relinquish ali rights to appeal, enless new information o a completed NAO-RFA form is
received by the Corps within sixty (60) days of the date of the NAQ-RFA.

If you have any questions, please call Victoria Alvarez of our Regulatory Branch at
iekephone 415-977-8472. All comrespondence should reference the file number at the head of this
letter.

Sincerely,

- (g

Calvin C. Fong
Chief, Regalatory Branch

Enclosure

 NOTE: The enclosure is not inchuded in this deaft BAMSIR, The enclosure, which consists of 14 pages of maps of the project area, is
mhmmmmmmammmm4mmwammw




. HﬂTéWGALFDWﬂ-TI-lE RESCUACES AGENCY

. . OFFICE DF HISTORIC PRESERVATION
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

P.O. BOX 942006

TAGHAMENTO, CA H296-000
FAIE) 6530824  Fax (915} G53-DE2a
calshpohmils quiknet com

o : February 28, 2003
REPLY TO: FHWAD211044

Gary N. Hamby, Divisioa Ad,
Federnl Highway Adninistration
080 Ninth Street, Sujte 400
SACRAMENTO CA 95814-2724

Re: High Occupancy Vehicle Lane in Medisn of State Roite 101 from State Route 12 to Steele Lan,

Dear Mr. Hamby:

'IMWMMmmSI.mm.I&m&WMWMLEm@
MSW;WMLMMWSWMMMMHM{MMP}
mmmmﬁmﬁ:H@WVeﬁchmﬂF]hmh&mdm :
Rome{SR}lﬂlﬁmnSRlEﬁo&tecleLmiu!thtyomemRmainSmmC«nﬂy. Thank yoa for
mhmflﬁng&ﬁsdmnmmﬁﬁmmm:mdﬁurhﬁﬁﬁngmmlhﬁmmmmﬁmmm .

" regulations impiementing Section 106 of the Nationa! Historic Preservation Act.

__ The proposed project would widen SR 101 from four to six lanes, with the new Ianes huended for
HOV use. Thapujeﬂwmﬁmmhmmlyl?ﬂnﬂesdﬁﬂwﬁr,ﬁththzﬂgmﬁ-mr .
covering 43 former city blocks. Most of the buildings on these blocks were demolished when the
freeway was built in [948, and much of the Yand is under fill, from a few inches to as much as 15 feet in
depth, MM&&WMMMWM&MMM&—'
way,pﬁnnﬂyﬁmhﬂnmﬂdimmmﬁght—of-wa}fmybemqﬁmi T ) '
Ymhmdﬂheamdaﬂdocmmﬁmﬁmof?ﬂmﬁﬂ%m(ﬁ?ﬁ]fwﬂﬁsmﬁhﬁng.
You did not specifically request my comments on this APE. In contrast, you did explicitly ask for my -
thWmdMﬁuﬂN&ﬁmﬂhﬂiﬁﬁﬁgﬁi&yﬂthﬂmﬂ
Nammd@mem.mmmmmmmmmm '
“incorporates comsultation steps 36 CFR: 800.3 through 300.4(d)}(2)", I will assume that with this
MymmmpmmynEmgWMWmtmmﬁPE&hmumthmmm .
mmm#wﬂmmmmhmdﬂmﬁmfmmmm@m&
possibilityofthuanquisitimafmwﬁgk-quy]'aﬁpeuadeqmmdmutﬂudpﬁm'ﬁmmfminﬁ
- CFR 300.16(d). ' :

You have asked me to comment on yoor determination of the eligibility of 143 pre-1957
mhhwhﬂm&mfuhﬂmimmhﬂaﬁmﬂRegiﬂeruﬂﬁﬂoﬁcﬁmMiumm
wﬂhﬁﬁﬁRSﬂ&mguh&msimpknnnﬁngSecﬁmlﬂﬁuﬂheNa&mﬂHimﬁcﬁemwﬁmﬂnL One
propeity, the Railroad Square Historic District is listed on the NRHP under Criterion C as defiped ip 36
CTR@A.‘MM%MAPEmWMth&SMﬁMHDMM
133 Fourth Street, and 120 Fifth Streat. These stroctures remain eligible for listing on the NRHP as
contributoss to the NRHEF historic district. You have also noted 52 propertics within the APE, which
were constructed in 1957 or after, that will be treated in accordance with the Tume 1 2007 "Interim Policy
Jor the Treatment of Buildings Constructed in 1957 or Later.” My review of the submitied
documentation leads me to concur in the aforementioned eligibility determination. .

-



. The,fq!lnrwingpmpmics,all]mzmdﬁhintheﬂityofmkom,mindiﬁdmﬂyﬂigibh
_ for inclusion on the NRHP under applicable criteria as defined m 36 CFR 60.4:

433 Olive Street (Junius Botts Residence) - Criterion C

35 Sebastopol Avenue (Pacific Tire Sales) - Cnterion C

203 South A Street (Burbank School) - Criterion C

120 Seventh Street - Criteria A and C, and 515-521 Davis Street - Criterion C
133 Seventh Street (Residence) - Critexia A :md C :

709 Davis Street (Lincoln School) - Criterion'C )
iﬁﬂﬂinthStmet(oIdRmSH‘mtSchml] Critezion C

. hwmﬂamummmmmlmmmwlﬂkmhmetm

" strong associations with Santa Rosa’s early settlernent patiems north of the downtown area during the
1860s and 1870s. The remaining individaally eligible properties appear t6 be excellent examples of the
architectural styles, desigas, mmmmmmmmumm
of siguificance. : . _
’ " Tconcur with FHWA's determination that two propertics, whlchmtﬂmthﬁploijPE.

" appear to be eligibe for inclusion on the NRHP as potentis? historic districts under applicable criteria
defived in 36 CFR 60.4. These potential historic disericts are identified as:

» The Olive Park Historic District ~ Criteria A and C
» The South 5t. Rose Historic District - Criteria A apd C

T A " & & & @

o Nmmpu&wm&m&hﬂﬂmmmhmhmwmmmﬂydlﬁﬁeﬂhm
Pulc}ﬁstmcnm They are identified as: :

ED?OrangsStmet{Boﬂmgm'Hma}

_ 306 Ormnge Street {Residence)

301 Orange Street (Residence)

300 Orange Street (Butler House)

228 Orange Street (Stocking House) ’ L.
226 Orange Street (Wilkiam T- Hopper House) '

216 Orange Street (Harmy Momow Howvse)

138 Omnge Street (John E. Gist House} -
BII}BnchnghamSh'eﬂ(BamamBawHause}

ﬁmpmpmtywuhmthaﬂmappeammbeehglblefwmchmmmﬂnmasmmm
pioperty and as a contributor 1o the potentially eligible Olive Park Historic District:

+ 331 Orange Street (Pygmalion B&B) - Criterion A~ _

Fourteen properties within the project APE appear to be contributors to the potentially eligible
South St. Rose Historic District.  They are identified as: _

L N B B B

TOO Morgan Street (Shultz House)
708 Morgan Streat (Residence)
714 Morgan Sereet (Leroy Spooncer House)
722 Morgan Street (Residence)
730 Morgan Smeet ( Residence)
736 Morgan Street {Scymore House) -
"% ~740 Morgan Street (Residence)
« 750 Morgan Street (Gibbens House)

. 82 9 9 %



71113 A Street (Residence)

517 A Steet (Mary King Street)

52} A Street (Residence)

525 A Street (Residence) :
337 A Street (Cornelius Shea House) -
541 A Street (Residence)

' Iﬂmmﬁtbmdﬂmﬁmﬁmﬁﬂﬂmiﬂﬂiningmﬁtwﬂalmﬁesmﬂm@hﬂw
HPSRmﬂHASRmMcﬁgiHefmhﬁmimmﬂEMmenfmnimﬂamwshedbyﬁ )
CFR 60.4. mmhwmmmaﬁmsﬁm&gﬁﬁmtﬁﬂmicﬂﬂmmmmﬂ '
are not examples of outstanding architectural design or function. .

. Faﬂhrhﬁk]eﬂw,IqMﬂwfoﬂowhgpﬁnhsﬂ&imﬁmmm&pmﬂM'mmﬂ
enclosed Historic Property Survey Report which incorporates the consultation steps 36 CFR 800.3
through 300.4({d}2)". Asjmkmw,%d{d}addmmﬁnﬂhgsof'mbiﬂmicpmpﬁﬁwafﬁwmdfmd

. "historic properties affected™, IwasmnhkmlncateinﬂiﬂwrlheHPSRnrinymlmermyfmmal
Tinding of effect that would have been covered under § 800.4(d). Imnthcmfommtsmwhymieuex_
incuded this section of the Part 800 regulation as a consultation step.

Register.

Took forwand to further consultaion as FHWA continues its efforts under 36 CER § 800.4(b) to
. complete the process of identifying historic properties in the APH that have to date not been identified
" owihg to access constraints. '
Hrwhwmqusﬁm&,plmmmﬁ:tﬂaﬁ'ﬁs%ﬂam&ﬂémrﬂﬂﬁ.ﬁﬁ.ﬁﬂﬂlmﬂ
ccaes@ohp.parks.ca gov, or staff arohacologist Mike McGuirt at 916.653.8920 or at

muncguirt @oho.parks.ca. gov

Sincerely
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T PO, BOX 942806 -

" STATE OF CALIFORNIA — THE RESOURCES AGENGY : o o ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor

- OFFICE OF HISTORIC PRESERVATION
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

SACRAMENTO, CA 942954)001
(916) 6536624 Fac: (916) 653-9824

~ December 11, 2003
REPLY TO: FHWAOQ21104A

Gary N. Hamby, Division Administrator
Federal Highway Administration
California Division

650 Capitol Mall, Suite 4-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: nghOocupancyVehcchanemMedlanofStathwtc 101 from State Route IZtoSteeleLane Santa
Rosa, Sonoma County [Continuing Section 106 Consultauoaa}

Dear Mr. Hamby.

Thank you for submitting to our office your October 15, 2003 letter, Revised Historic Property
Survey Report (RHPSR), and Finding of Effect (FOE) documentation in response to my letter of February
2003 lcnaregaréngﬂ:eproposedommmmofa}hghOwupmcyVemclelmmmeMmomee
Route 101 from State Route 12 to SteeleLanem Santa Rosa, Sonoma County.

In my previous letter, I concurred with the Federal Highway Administration’s (FHWA) APE
delincation and its defermination that seven individual architectural properties located within the
undertaking’s Area of Potential Effects (APE) were eligible for inclusion on the National Register of
Historic Places (NRHP). 1 also concurred that two properties that intersect the undertaking’s APE appear
eligible for inclusion on the NRHP as potential historic districts under applicable criteria defined in 36
CFR 60.4. Thosedlsmmandﬂlelrountnbuﬁngbuﬂdmgswercldenuﬁedas

e The Otive Park Historic District - Criteria A and C
« The South St. Rose Historic District - Criteria A and C

I further concurred with FHWA's determination that the remaining architectural properties _
evaluated in the HPSR Historic Archeological Survey Report (HASR) were not eligible for inclusion on the
NRHP under any of the criteria established by 36 CFR 60.4. I declined comment on FHWA's proposed
"Treatment Plan” document since FHWA had not determined whether any of the archeological materials it
believed would be disturbed during construction were eligible for inclusion on the NRHP, The '
Archeological Discovery Plan (ADP) submitted with FHWA's latest FOE documentation resolves this
issue. _

FHWA proposes to address any post-review archaeological discovery within the undertaking’s
APE by implementing the Archeological Discovery Plan (ADP) prepared pursuant to 36 CFR § '
800.13(a)}(2), and submitted as Appendix D of the FOE. 1believe that this ADP complies with the
requirements of 36 CFR 800.13(a)(2).

FHWA is now requesting my comments on its findings of effect for this undertaking. I have
reviewed the submitted FOE pursuant to that section of the Part 800 regulation [36 CFR § 800.5(b)] that I
believe applies to the effects of this undertaking on historic properties. On the basis of that review, I
concur with FHWA’s finding that this undertaking will not adversely aﬁ'ecthlstonc properties.



' GaryN.Hamby . - FHWA021104A

" December 11, 2003 ' o _ - 04-Son-101-19.5/22.2

~Page2 - Document P46877

PHWA’seﬂonsmtakchswmpmpemesmoaoommmthcphnnmgprocessfortms :
undertaking are appreciated. If you have any questions, pl&asecontactstaﬂ‘hxstonanClarenceCamarby
phoncat(916) 653-8902, orbyemallat @o_hgp_arkscaggv

Smcerely, .
Dr. Knox Melion : _
State Historic Preservation Officer




' __ - _,Unit'ed .St_atc.s.;'_]jepartxhént 'o_f the Interior N

OFFICEOF THE SECRETARY = | prrc:

VastgonDC 2z IBADIO00
© ER-03/647 - .
| - DEC 12 2003
" Mr. Gary N. Hamby . B |
Federal Highway Administration”
- 650 Capitol Mall, Suite 4-100

' Sacramento, California 95_814
Dear'Mr.Hamby:. 2

As requested, the Department of the Interior (Deparment) has reviewed the June 2003
. Environmental Assessment/Draft Environmental Impact Report and Draft Section 4(f)
Evaluation_ fo_r the Route 101 HOY _Wi__dening,_ City of Santa Rosa, Sonoma County, California.

SECTION 4(f) EVALUATION COMMENTS

The proposed project would require permanent right-of-way acquisition and soundwall

relocation at the - Burbank .Elementary School.  The project would require a strip of

approximately 25 feet of new right-of-way from the schiool property, as well as construction of a

" new soundwall. Project effects to the school property’s. historic qualities are not adverse and

impacts from sound appear to be within existing conditions. We concur that there is no feasible .

~and prudent alternative to the proposed usé of land at the Burbank Elementary School as
described in the above referenced document. .~ | - |

We appreciate the opportumty to provide these comments . -

. L éillie R. Taylor

Director, Office of Environmental
Policy and Compliance '

cc:

Mr. Jeff Morales - =
Department of Transportation

1120 N Street '

Post Office Box 942873 _
Sacramento, California 94273-0001



Appendix B Title VI Policy Statement

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR
1120 N STREET

P. 0. DOX 942873
SACRAMENTO, CA 94273-0001
PHONE (916) 654-5267

FAX (916) 654-6608

July 26, 2000

TITLE VI
POLICY STATEMENT

The California State Department of Transportation under Title VI of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964 and related statutes, ensures that no person in the State of California shall,
on the grounds of race, color, sex and national origin be excluded from participation
in, be denied the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination under any
program or activity it administers.

JEFF MORALES
Director

Final EA/EIR Route 101 HOV Widening
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Appendix C Final Section 4(f) Evaluation

C.1 Purpose of This Section 4(f) Evaluation

Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966, codified in Federal law
at 49 USC §303, declares that “it is the policy of the United States Government that
special effort should be made to preserve the natural beauty of the countryside and
public park and recreation lands, wildlife and waterfowl refuges, and historic sites.”

Section 4(f) specifies that “[t]he Secretary [of Transportation] may approve a
transportation program or project...requiring the use of publicly owned land of a
public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, State, or
local significance, or land of an historic site of national, State, or local significance
(as determined by the Federal, State, or local officials having jurisdiction over the
park, area, refuge, or site) only if:

(1) there is no prudent and feasible alternative to using that land; and

(2) the program or project includes all possible planning to minimize harm to the
park, recreation area, wildlife and waterfowl refuge, or historic site resulting
from the use.”

Section 4(f) further requires consultation with the Department of the Interior and, as
appropriate, the involved offices of the Departments of Agriculture and Housing and
Urban Development in developing transportation projects and programs that use lands
protected by section 4(f). FHWA’s regulations implementing section 4(f) are found
in Title 23 Code of Federal Regulations Part 771.135.

In general, a section 4(f) “use” occurs with a Department of Transportation approved
project or program when: (1) section 4(f) land is permanently incorporated into a
transportation facility; (2) when there is a temporary occupancy of section 4(f) land
that is adverse in terms of the section 4(f) preservationist purposes as determined by
specified criteria (3 CFR §771.135[p][7]); and (3) when section 4(f) land is not
incorporated into the transportation project, but the project’s proximity impacts are so
severe that the protected activities, features, or attributes that qualify a resource for
protection under section 4(f) are substantially impaired (constructive use) (23 CFR
§§771.135[p][1] and [2]).

FHWA, with the assistance of the California Department of Transportation, has
prepared this Section 4(f) Evaluation because the project proposes to acquire a
portion of an historic property (Burbank Elementary School) which includes a public

Final EA/EIR Route 101 HOV Widening C-1



Appendix C Section 4(f) Evaluation

playground and recreation area(see Figure C-1). The evaluation describes the
proposed action and how it might affect the Section 4(f) property, discusses
alternatives that would avoid the use of the Section 4(f) property, and includes
measures undertaken to minimize harm to the property.

This evaluation is an update of the Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation which was circulated
for public comment as part of the Draft Environmental Assessment/Environmental
Impact Report (EA/EIR). No comments have been received on the Draft Section 4(f)
Evaluation and no new alternatives or major modifications to existing alternatives are
proposed.

C.2 Proposed Action

C.2.1 Description of Project

Caltrans/FHWA are proposing a freeway improvement project on Route 101 in
Sonoma County in the City of Santa Rosa. The proposed project would widen Route
101 from four to six lanes (mostly in the median) between State Route (SR)-12 and
immediately north of Steele Lane for the construction of high occupancy vehicle
(HOV) lanes in each direction of travel. In addition, the proposed project includes
interchange modification at the SR-12, College Avenue, and Steele Lane
interchanges. The proposed project would reduce the overall travel delay time
currently experienced between SR-116 in Cotati and River Road in Fulton during the
busy AM and PM peak traffic periods. Other features of the proposed project
include:

¢ On northbound Route 101, construct a collector-distributor road between SR-12
and the 3™ Street off-ramp on the outside (right hand side) of the existing
roadway.

e Construct various auxiliary lanes between the interchanges to enhance freeway
flow.

e Replace the Santa Rosa Creek Bridges.

e Replace the existing northern pedestrian over crossing with a new pedestrian
under crossing at Santa Rosa Creek consistent with the design of the City of Santa
Rosa’s Prince Memorial Greenway project.

e Construct a new City under crossing at 6™ Street. Connect 6 Street as a four-
lane local street between Morgan Street and Davis Street.

e Replace College Avenue and Steele Lane under crossings.

e Construct soundwalls at locations warranted by the Caltrans Noise Study.

C-2 Final EA/EIR Route 101 HOV Widening
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Appendix C Section 4(f) Evaluation

C.2.2 Project Purpose and Need
As described in Chapter 1 (Project Purpose and Need) of the Final EA/EIR, the

proposed project would:

e Reduce congestion on Route 101 in Santa Rosa;
e Maintain and improve the transportation linkages in Santa Rosa; and,
e Improve the safety of the Route 101 corridor in Santa Rosa.

Each of the project needs is described in greater detail in Chapter 1 (Project Purpose
and Need) of the Final EA/EIR.

C.2.3 Project Alternatives

Four road improvement alternatives and the No-Build alternative were evaluated.
The alternatives and the alternatives analysis process are detailed in Chapter 2. As a
result of the alternatives analysis process, three alternatives were eliminated from
further consideration. Due to policy considerations or design/construction
restrictions, only the No-Build and the proposed project were selected for further
detailed environmental study. The following is a brief summary of the two
alternatives currently under consideration:

e No-Build Alternative — under this alternative, Route 101 would retain its present
configuration and location. It would receive only minor operational and safety
improvements to support the continuing operation of the existing freeway within
the project area, when needed.

e Proposed Alternative — under this alternative, the proposed project would widen
Route 101 from four to six-lanes (mostly in the median) between SR-12 and
immediately north of Steele Lane for the construction of HOV lanes in each
direction. In addition, the proposed project would entail increasing the capacity
of the SR-12, College Avenue, and Steele Lane interchanges.

C.3 Section 4(f) Property

C.3.1 Burbank Elementary School

Located at 203 South A Street in Santa Rosa, Burbank Elementary School is a K-6
grade school owned by the Santa Rosa City School District. The over 2.0 hectare (5.0
acre) grounds include a 1940 school building at the corner of A Street and Sonoma
Avenue, more modern classrooms to the south fronting A Street, a multi-purpose
room and modular building to the northeast along Sonoma Avenue, and a public
playground and open grassy field to the east adjacent to Route 101. The south portion

Final EA/EIR Route 101 HOV Widening C-5
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of the school grounds encompass a remnant of the former Howarth Park, including
tennis courts and a restroom building, that were acquired by the school district after
the park was moved in 1956.

The school qualifies as a property protected under Section 4(f) in two ways. First, the
school parcel is eligible for listing in the the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP). Second, the playground portion and open recreation areas of the school are
open to the public and serves as a community recreation area during non-school
hours.

The original Burbank Elementary School building is a one-story “U” shaped
institutional building built in 1940s that is notable for its original Moderne styling and
detailing. As detailed in the 2002 Historic Property Survey Report (HPSR), the
school parcel is eligible for listing in the NRHP as an excellent example of the
progressive modern prototype of school building that incorporated “child-centered”
ideas, and as a fine example of Streamline Moderne architecture by a local master,
William Herbert. Although the historic property boundary is defined as the county
parcel limits of the school, the HPSR indicates that the multi-purpose room, the
portable classroom, the modern classrooms, and the playground area of the school do
not contribute to the historic significance of the property.

C.4 Impacts on the Section 4(f) Property

HOV widening and reconfiguration of the SR-12/3" Street collector-distributor road
for the proposed project would require permanent right-of-way acquisition and
soundwall relocation at Burbank Elementary School. An existing at-grade noise
barrier 152 m long and 4.3 m high (499 ft by 14.1 ft) at the right edge-of-pavement
adjacent to the school parcel would be removed and a new at-grade noise barrier
would be constructed at the new edge of pavement. The new soundwall would be
4.3-m high (14.1 ft), constructed on top of a retaining wall 1.2 m (4.0 ft) high, for a
total height of 5.5 m (18 ft). The length would be 335 m (1,099 ft), extending further
south than the existing soundwall in order to provide noise attenuation for the former
Howarth Park parcel now owned by the school district. The project would require a
strip of approximately 7.6 m (25 ft) of new right-of-way from the school property,
paralleling the existing right-of-way line between the State and school properties.
The total right-of-way requirement is roughly 1,560 sq m (16,790 sq ft), or 0.16
hectares (0.39 acres). School facilities within the proposed acquisition area include
(from north to south) a modular building, a paved playground and grassy field area,

C-6 Final EA/EIR Route 101 HOV Widening
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mature landscape trees, and a restroom building and a corner of a tennis court which
were formerly part of Howarth Park. Playground and recreation areas total
approximately 12,500 sq m (134,549 sq ft) or 1.25 hectares (3.09 acres). Figure C-2
provides a view of the school and depicts the approximate location of the proposed
soundwall.

Project effects to the school property relating to its status as a historic property would
not be adverse because the proposed soundwall would not alter any characteristics of
the school that qualify it for inclusion on the NRHP (see Chapter 3.13 Cultural
Resources). The project would not touch, impinge upon, or physically alter
contributing elements of the property, nor would it diminish the integrity of the
property’s setting, which would remain unchanged. Likewise, the view of the historic
property from Route 101 would not change. The new soundwall would be higher
than the existing one by 1.2 m (4.0 ft) and longer by 183 m (about 600 ft), but these
differences would not diminish the setting of the historic school building, which faces
away from the freeway. Moreover, two non-contributing structures [a multi-purpose
room (1955) and a portable classroom building (1967)] are sited between the historic
school building and the soundwall. The proposed project would not introduce new
audible elements, since the noise analysis projects that with the new soundwall the
future worst case noise levels would be equal to or less than existing peak noise levels
(see Chapter 3.5 Noise). The new right-of-way would be acquired from a non-
contributing element of the property, a modern playground at the south end of the
parcel, and would not diminish the integrity of the school’s historic setting, feeling,
association, workmanship, design, or materials.

The proposed acquisition would not impair use of the public playground area of the
school. Since consultation was initiated in June 1999 with the Santa Rosa City
School District (see Appendix C.7 Coordination), the school has developed an
expansion and landscape plan that incorporates the proposed acquisition into a new
playground configuration. The plan includes turf mounds and shade trees along the
proposed soundwall, a relocated play structure area, and a small softball field. The
relocated play structure area has already been constructed.

C.5 Avoidance Alternatives

As detailed in Chapter 2 (Alternatives Analysis) of the Draft EA/EIR, Alternatives 1,
2, and 3, and their variations were removed from consideration based on their failure
to meet project purpose and need, design or construction staging problems, and/or
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cost. Alternative 2, with all its variations, is the only alternative which entirely
avoids the need to acquire ROW at Burbank Elementary School while Alternative 1
would require only a narrow strip of airspace easement. Alternative 3, with both of
its variations, would require the same amount of ROW as the proposed alternative.
Table C-1 provides a summary of how each alternative would use land from Burbank
Elementary School as well as how each alternative meets objectives of the project
purpose and need.

Alternative 1 would require only a narrow strip of airspace easement at Burbank
Elementary School to allow for the grade separated off-ramp from SR-12 and
northbound Route 101. Although this alternative met State standards and provided
the best improvement to Route 101 traffic flow of all the alternatives, this alternative
was not carried forward because it would have substantially impaired downtown
accessibility and increased traffic on the local street network. The alternative would
remove access to SR-12 from the 3™ Street on-ramp and remove access to 3™ Street
from the SR-12 connector ramp connecting with northbound Route 101. This
alternative would reduce, rather than maintain, existing access points to downtown
Santa Rosa and would not address the project’s needs associated with maintaining
and improving transportation linkages in Santa Rosa. For these reasons, Alternative 1

is not a feasible and prudent avoidance alternative.

Alternative 2, and all five of its variations, would not require any ROW acquisition at
Burbank Elementary School. Alternative 2 was not carried forward primarily because
the braided northbound ramps from SR-12 to northbound Route 101 would not
provide access to 3" Street in downtown Santa Rosa and because freeway access
would be reduced at College Avenue and 9" Street. Variation 1, which would provide
an Urban Interchange at College Avenue, was not carried forward at the request of
the City of Santa Rosa and the SCTA because of substantial extra costs associated
with constructing a longer and deeper bridge structure and because traffic studies
indicated that the Urban Interchange configuration would not provide a sufficient
traffic benefit. Variation 2 would reconfigure freeway access at 9" Street, widen
Morgan Street, and add a new frontage road on State ROW connecting to Davis
Street. This variation was removed from further study at the request of the City and
SCTA because it would substantially increase traffic on Davis and Morgan Streets
and would not address project needs at College Avenue. Variation 3 would shift the
freeway alignment to the west in the vicinity of Burbank Elementary School, would
result in an unsafe merging situation within the southbound SR-12/3" Street
collector-distributor road and would constitute a non-standard Caltrans design feature.

C-8 Final EA/EIR Route 101 HOV Widening
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Table C-1. Summary of ROW Requirements at Burbank Elementary School for

Each Project Alternative

Does the Did City of Does the
! Are Does the .
alternative transportatio | alternative Santa Rosa or alternative
. require ROW . nsp SCTA ask to meet all the
Project N How much ROW is | nlinkages meet o L.
. acquisition at . P eliminate objectives
Alternative required? maintained Caltrans .
Burbank . alternative of the
Elementary and design from purpose
i ? 9
School? improved? standards? consideration? and need?
Proposed 7.6 m (25 ft) strip
Alternative Yes 1,560 m* (16,790 ft*) | Yes No No Yes
permanent easement
Alternative 1 Narrow strip - less
Yes than 3 m (10 ft) No Yes Yes No
airspace easement
Alternative 2 No None No Yes Yes No
Alternative 2
With Variation 1 No None No Yes Yes No
Alternative 2
With Variation 2 No None No Yes Yes No
Alternative 2
With Variation 3 No None No No Yes No
Alternative 2
With Variation 4 No None No Yes Yes No
Alternative 2
With Variation 5 No None No Yes Yes No
Alternative 3 7.6 m (25 ft) strip
With Variation 1 | Yes 1,560 m? (16,790 ft®) | Yes Yes Yes No
permanent easement
Alternative 3 7.6 m (25 ft) strip
With Variation 2 | Yes 1,560 m? (16,790 ftz) Yes Yes Yes No
permanent easement

Variation 4 of Alternative 2, which would also shift the freeway alignment to the

west, would create a grade separated ramp connecting southbound Route 101 to SR-
12, but would not allow for access to SR-12 from 3" Street. This variation would not
meet the project purpose of maintaining and improving access to downtown Santa
Rosa. Variation 5 would remove access between Route 101 and 3™ Street in order to
address Route 101 congestion caused by excessive weaving movements between
Route 12 and 3™ Street. This variation was removed from further study since the
removal of 3" Street access from Route 101 would not meet the project purpose of
maintaining and improving access to downtown Santa Rosa. Because Alternative 2
and its variations either do not meet the project purpose and need, add substantial
cost, or create severe operational or safety problems, they are not prudent and feasible

avoidance alternatives.
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Alternative 3, with its two variations, would require the same area of ROW acquistion
at Burbank Elementary School as the proposed alternative. Alternative 3 would
construct a depressed freeway, with open cut and fully covered variations, through the
downtown Santa Rosa section of the project. The alternative was withdrawn due to
its substantial cost (approximately $225 — 250 million) and severe impacts to local

traffic during the four year construction period.

C.6 Measures to Minimize Harm

The following is a summary of site specific measures to minimize harm:

e The proposed soundwall would be extended south to provide noise abatement for
the former Howarth Park parcel that is now part of the school;

e (altrans would coordinate with school officials on structural aesthetic treatments
and landscaping for the proposed soundwall;

¢ In staging the construction of the soundwall, Caltrans would make every effort to:
1) construct the new soundwall before removing the existing soundwall; 2)
schedule soundwall construction activities during off-school hours and times of
least playground use.

e (altrans would leave the adjacent northern pedestrian over crossing in place until
the new pedestrian/bike path along the north bank of Santa Rosa Creek is
completed.

C.7 Summary of Coordination

In 1999, Santa Rosa City staff informed Caltrans of the Santa Rosa City School
District’s willingness to provide the extreme western portion of the school
playground located at the Burbank Elementary School for project purposes. On June
4 and June 30, 1999, Caltrans staff met with Doug Bower, Assistant District
Superintendent, and Jane Escobedo, Burbank School Principal, to discuss the
potential acquisition as well as ways in which right-of-way needs could be
minimized. On July 21, 1999, Caltrans staff presented the Santa Rosa City School
Board with a concept for building a collector-distributor road between SR-12 and 3™
Street that would require the acquisition of an approximately 8.0 m (25 ft) wide
portion of school property, but would not require the acquisition of any permanent
buildings. On September 9, 1999, a similar presentation was given to the parents and
students of the school in the school auditorium. On August 23, 2001, Caltrans design
and environmental staff met with Jane Escobedo and a parent representative at the

school to confirm that the proposed acquisition would be compatible with the
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school’s expansion and landscape plan. At these meetings, measures to minimize
impacts to the school and classes were discussed.

Caltrans released the Draft EA/EIR on July 21, 2003, and held a public meeting on
August 7, 2003 to give the public an opportunity to review and comment on the
document and the proposed soundwalls. In addition to others listed in Chapter 8
(Distribution List), the Draft EA/EIR was distributed to the Office of Environmental
Policy and Compliance, U.S. Department of Interior (OEPC USDI), the Santa Rosa
City School District, Burbank Elementary School, and several departments in the City
of Santa Rosa. On August 8, 2003, eighteen additional copies of the Draft EA/EIR
were transmitted to the OEPC USDI.

On December 12, 2003, the OEPC USDI provided comments on the Section 4(f)
Evaluation (see Appendix A). As of the date of circulation of this Final EA/EIR, no

other comments have been received on the Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation.

C.8 Other Parks, Recreational Facilities, and Historic
Properties Evaluated Under Section 4(f)

C.8.1 Prince Memorial Greenway

Prince Memorial Greenway (PMGQG), a linear park along Santa Rosa Creek which
extends into Caltrans ROW under Encroachment Permit 0401-NMCO0527, was
evaluated for Section 4(f) applicability. The evaluation indicates that the proposed
project would constitute a minimal, temporary, occupancy under Section 4(f)

(771.135(p)(7)).

The Caltrans Encroachment Permit which authorizes construction of the PMG within
highway ROW was issued on June 12, 2001. The permit was issued after the Notice
of Intent (October 30, 2000) was issued and after public information meetings
(October 27, 1999 and November 29, 2000) and a public agency informational
meeting (January 21, 2001) were held (see Chapter 6.1 for more discussion of public
involvement opportunities). Encroachment Permit General Provision #2 stipulates
that the permit is revocable on five days notice, while General Provision #25 states
that the permitee agrees to rearrange the permitted installation upon request of

Caltrans.

PMGQG is a linear park developed by the City of Santa Rosa which currently extends

along a restored portion of Santa Rosa Creek from Railroad Avenue to A Street in
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Santa Rosa. PMG serves as a linear park to connect downtown Santa Rosa through
pedestrian and bicycle paths placed alongside the creek and through bridges which
span the creek.

Two PMG pedestrian/bicycle paths are within Caltrans ROW on the north bank of
Santa Rosa Creek. The upper pedestrian/bicycle path passes under the bridge
between the bridge abutment and the pier wall, while the lower path follows along the
low flow level of the creek. A retaining wall supports the embankment on the
abutment side. The upper path is approximately 3.0 m (11 ft) wide, while the lower
path is approximately 2.0 m (6.0 ft) wide. The lower path provides access to the
water’s edge. Pedestrians, cyclists, skaters, and joggers are numerous in good
weather.

The existing Route 101/Santa Rosa Creek bridge over the Prince Memorial Greenway
is a cast-in-place reinforced concrete box girder structure in three parts. One part
carries two northbound traffic lanes on Route 101 and one exit ramp lane to 3™ Street.
The second part carries two southbound traffic lanes. The third part carries
southbound ramp traffic. All three parts of the bridge are supported by a pair of
continuous reinforced concrete pier walls built parallel to the Santa Rosa Creek
channel. The walls are approximately 0.5 m (1.7 ft) wide and are supported on a 0.9
m (3 ft) wide subsurface footing.

The new bridge would be constructed essentially in the same location as the existing
bridge. However, the new bridge would be about 6.0 m (20 ft) wider than the
existing on the east side, and the new bridge would have no “gap” between
northbound and southbound directions. The new bridge would be a clear span
structure, as opposed to the existing bridge, which is supported on pier walls.
Although most of the pier walls would be removed, their base sections (1-2 ft tall)
would remain as retaining walls for the upper pedestrian/bike paths on the north and
south banks.

Construction of the new bridge structures may necessitate temporary, seasonal
closures of adjacent pedestrian/bike paths under the Santa Rosa Creek Bridge during
demolition of existing bridge structures, pier walls and abutments and construction of
the new clear span structure and abutments. These seasonal closures would
correspond to work windows included in the Biological Opinion issued by NOAA
Fisheries and the Section 404 Nationwide Permits issued by the ACOE. The
temporary closures could potentially extend from June 15 to October 31 during the
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three years of bridge construction, currently anticipated to extend from 2005 through
2007. During any closure periods, nearby alternative crosstown access routes would
be available and signage directing bicyclists and pedestrians to the alternate routes
would be provided. Alternative routes would include the existing pedestrian
overcrossing located adjacent to the south bank of Santa Rosa Creek and 3™ Street,
located approximately 100 m (330 ft) north of PMG.

No pile-driving is anticipated at this location. All paths and park features along the
paths that may be temporarily affected during construction would be restored to their
prior condition. No impacts or limitations of use to any adjacent areas of PMG are
anticipated. Although dewatering of the construction zone may require placement of
a cofferdam and culvert outside Caltrans ROW, these structures would be placed
either in the center of the stream or on the opposite bank from the pedestrian paths.
The dewatering system would not intrude into or affect the use of the paths or other
park features. The dewatering system would be used temporarily during the
permitted work window (June 15 — October 31) from 2005 through 2007. Any areas
temporarily used for the dewatering system would be restored to their prior condition.

C.8.2 Historic Properties in the Project Vicinity

Historic properties found within Area of Potential Effect (APE) of the proposed
project are described in Chapter 3.13 of the Final EA/EIR. None of the eligible
historic buildings and districts will be physically used and the indirect effects of the
proposed project will not substantially impair any qualities that make the properties
significant. No National Register-eligible archaeological properties have been
identified in the project’s APE. It is expected that any eligible archaeological sites
identified during construction are likely to be important solely for the information
they contain. Consultation with SHPO has resulted in a determination that the
proposed project will have no effect or no adverse effect to historic buildings and
districts and that no archaeological properties will be affected. Please see Appendix
A of the Final EA/EIR for SHPO consultation correspondence.

C.9 Conclusion

Based on the above considerations, there is no feasible and prudent alternative to the
use of land from Burbank Elementary School and the proposed action includes all
possible planning to minimize harm to Burbank Elementary School resulting from
such use.
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